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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Application # 10/007,254 was filed on 10/29/2001 . Claims 1-30 are presented for 
examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 17,27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Horn et al. U.S. Patent # 7,013,289 (hereinafter Horn) in view of Olsen et al. U.S. Patent 
Publication # 2002/0016921 (hereinafter Olsen). 

As per claim 1, Horn teaches in a web based imaging environment, from a user's 
client browser, a method of providing the ability to specify a charge-back account, said 
method comprising the steps of: 

-accessing a destination service representing a production device; downloading 
content from said destination service into said client browser (column 31 lines 21-41); 

The reference teaches accessing Global store (destination service) representing 
a global store system (production device) and downloading the webpage that display 
global store department names into client browser. 

-retrieving said user's image data; selecting production options for said user's 
image data using said production device (column 31 lines 21-56); and 
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The reference teaches retrieving buyer's request for product (retrieving user's 
production data), and buyer selecting a product for purchase from a drop down menu 
(selecting production options for processing) according to product using the global store 
system (production device). 

-providing said user the ability to specify a charge-back account ID for said using 
production device (column 33 lines 43-67)(column 34 lines 1-10). 

Horn fails to teach a print job to print image data. 

Olsen teaches retrieving user's image data (Paragraph 74,76), selecting 
production options for a print job for said user's image data using said production device 
(Paragraph 74,77,78) ; and providing said user the ability to specify a charge-back 
account ID for processing said print job using said production device (Paragraph 
69)(Paragraph 79). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of applicant's invention was made to implement Olsen's teaching in Horn's 
teaching to come up with retrieving image data and selecting the data for printing and 
specifying account ID for processing the job. The motivation for doing so would be to 
print the image data which the user has selected using the account ID so that printing 
will not be mixed up with other user's printing job. 

As per claim 2, Horn and Olsen teaches the method of claim 1 but Horn further 
teaches further comprising displaying a menu including a list of production options for 
processing according to said user's production data using said production device, said 
displayed list including a list of charge-back account Ids (column 33 lines 43-67)(column 
34 lines 1-10). 
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As per claim 3, Horn and Olsen teaches the method of claim 2 but Horn further 
teaches wherein said displayed list of charge-back account IDs includes only account 
IDs that are individually customized to said user (column 31 lines 43-54). 

As per claim 4, Horn and Olsen teaches the method of claim 1 but Horn further 
teaches further comprising calculating a cost breakdown for said processing according 
to said user's production data using said production device (column 34 lines 5-10). 

As per claim 5, Horn and Olsen teaches the method of claim 4 but Horn further 
teaches wherein said cost breakdown is calculated prospectively during said steps of 
selecting and providing (column 36 lines 26-38). 

As per claim 6, Horn and Olsen teaches the method of claim 5 but Horn further 
teaches wherein said cost breakdown is displayed dynamically during said steps of 
selecting and providing (column 36 lines 26-38). 

As per claim 7, Horn and Olsen teaches the method of claim 5 but Horn further 
teaches further comprising analyzing and reporting resources required to execute said 
processing according to said user's production data using said production device 
(column 36 lines 34-60). 

As per claim 8, Horn and Olsen teaches the method of claim 1 but Horn further 
teaches further comprising specifying a charge-back account ID (column 36 lines 39- 
43). 

As per claim 9, Horn and Olsen teaches the method of claim 8 but Horn further 
teaches wherein a list of default production options associated with said specified 
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charge-back account ID is displayed (column 34 lines 60-67)(column 35 lines 1-14, lines 
41-56). 

As per claim 10, Horn teaches the method of claim 8 further comprising: 

-transmitting said user's production data using said production device to said 
destination service (column 36 lines 9-34); 

-processing according to said user's production data using said production device 
in accordance with said selected production options (column 36 lines 26-39); 

-calculating the cost of said processing according to said user's production data 
to be charged back (column 36 lines 26-39); and 

-charging back said processing according to said user's production data to said 
specified charge-back account ID (column 36 lines 26-39). 

As per claim 1 1 , Horn teaches the method of claim 1 0 wherein said charging 
back occurs after said processing is completed (column 36 lines 26-39). 

As per claim 12, Horn and Olsen teaches the method of claim 1 but Horn further 
teaches wherein said processing does not proceed if a charge-back account ID is not 
specified (column 36 lines 61-65). 

As per claim 13, Horn and Olsen teaches the method of claim 1 but Horn further 
teaches wherein only specific production operations of said processing do not proceed if 
a charge-back account ID is not specified (column 36 lines 61-65). 

As per claim 14, Horn and Olsen teaches the method of claim 1 but Horn further 
teaches wherein said user's production data comprises imaging data (column 29 lines 
7-8)(column 30 lines 22-33). 
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As per claim 15, Horn teaches the method of claim 14 wherein said imaging data 
is retrieved from said user's identity (column 29 lines 7-8)(column 30 lines 22-33). 

As per claim 16, Horn teaches the method of claim 14 wherein said imaging data 
is retrieved from a hard disk local to said user's client browser (column 30 lines 22-23). 

As per claim 18, Horn teaches the method of claim 1 wherein said destination 
service (Fig. 1 element 1500) is remote from said client browser (Fig. 1 element 1210)) 
(column 31 lines 34-49). 

As per claim 19, Horn teaches in a web based imaging environment, a 
destination service operable to: 

-represent a production device (Fig. 1 element 1500); 

-download content into a user's client browser (column 31 lines 21-41); 

-retrieve image data associated with said user's client browser (column 31 lines 
21-56); 

-under interactive control of said user's client browser via said content, specify 
production options for using said production device (column 36 lines 9-43); specify a 
charge-back account ID (column 33 lines 43-67)(column 34 lines 1-10); 

-direct said production device to process in accordance with said selected 
production options (column 36 lines 34-49); 

-calculate the cost of said processing to be charged back; and charge back said 
processing to said specified charge-back account ID (column 36 lines 19-49). 

Horn fails to teach a print job to print the image data. 
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Olsen teaches retrieve image data(Paragraph 74,76), specify production options 
for a print job to print the image data using said production device (Paragraph 
74,77,78), specify a charge-back account ID for said print job (Paragraph 69,79), direct 
said production device to process said print job in accordance with said selected 
production options (Paragraph 74,76,77,78,79). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention was made to implement Olsen's teaching in Horn's teaching to 
come up with retrieving image data and selecting the data for print job and printing the 
image data and specifying account ID for processing the job. The motivation for doing 
so would be to print the image data which the user has selected using the account ID so 
that printing will not be mixed up with other user's printing job. 

As per claim 20, Horn and Olsen teaches the destination service of claim 19 but 
Horn further teaches further operable to display at said client browser via said 
downloaded content a menu including a selection of production options and charge- 
back account IDs associated with said production device (column 33 lines 43- 
67)(column 34 lines 1-10). 

As per claim 21 , Horn teaches the destination service of claim 20 wherein said 
displayed list includes only account IDs that are individually customized to said user 
(column 31 lines 43-54). 

As per claim 22, Horn and Olsen teaches the destination service of claim 19 but 
Horn further teaches further operable to calculate a cost breakdown estimate prior to 
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directing said production device to process in accordance with said selected production 
options (column 34 lines 5-10). 

As per claim 23, Horn teaches the destination service of claim 22 further 
operable to display said cost breakdown dynamically (column 36 lines 26-38). 

As per claim 24, Horn and Olsen teaches the destination service of claim 19 but 
Horn further teaches operable to retrieve said production data from said user's identity 
(column 29 lines 7-8)(column 30 lines 22-33). 

As per claim 25, Horn and Olsen teaches the destination service of claim 19 but 
Horn further teaches operable to retrieve said production data from a hard disk local to 
said user's client browser (column 29 lines 7-8)(column 30 lines 22-33). 

As per claim 26, Horn and Olsen teaches the destination service of claim 19 but 
Horn further teaches wherein said production data comprises imaging data (column 29 
lines 7-8)(column 30 lines 22-33). 

As per claim 28, Horn teaches in a web based imaging environment, a system 
providing the ability to specify a charge-back account, said system comprising: 

-a user's client browser operable to manage said user's production data (column 
31 lines 21-41); 

-a destination service representing a production device, said destination service 
accessible from said user's client browser and operable to retrieve said user's image 
data, to download content into said user's browser and under interactive control of said 
user's client browser to specify production options and a charge-back account ID for 
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processing using said production device (column 31 lines 21-41)(column 33 lines 43- 
67)(column 34 lines 1-10). 

The reference teaches accessing Global store (destination service) representing 
a global store system (production device) and downloading the webpage that display 
global store department names into client browser. The reference teaches retrieving 
buyer's request for product (retrieving user's production data), and buyer selecting a 
product for purchase from a drop down menu (selecting production options for 
processing) according to product using the global store system (production device). 

Horn fails to teach print job to print said user's image data. 

Olsen teaches to specify production options for a print job to print said user's 
image data and a charge-back account ID for processing said print job using said 
production device (Paragraph 74,76,77,78,79). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention was made to implement 
Olsen's teaching in Horn's teaching to come up with having to specify production 
options for printing user's image data and for processing print job using production 
device. The motivation for doing so would be to print the image data which the user has 
selected using the account ID so that printing will not be mixed up with other user's 
printing job. 

As per claim 29, Horn teaches the system of claim 28 wherein said destination 
service is further operable to display at said user's client browser via said downloaded 
content a list of said production options and charge-back accounts (column 33 lines 43- 
67)(column 34 lines 1-10). 
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As per claim 30, Horn teaches the system of claim 28 wherein said destination 
service is further operable to calculate and display dynamically a cost breakdown 
estimate to process using said production device according to said user's production 
data and according to said specified production options (column 34 lines 5-10)(column 
36 lines 26-38). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 17,27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Horn et al. U.S. Patent # 7,013,289 (hereinafter Horn) in view of Olsen et al. U.S. Patent 

Publication # 2002/0016921 (hereinafter Olsen) in further in view of Leon et al. U.S. 

Patent Publication # 2001/0042052 (hereinafter Leon). 

As per claim 17, Horn and Olsen teaches the method of claim 1 but fails to teach 

wherein said production device comprises a printer. Leon teaches production device 

comprises a printer (Paragraph 102)(Paragraph 103). It would have been obvious to 

one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention was made to implement 

Leon and Olsen's teaching in Horn's teaching to come up with production device 

comprising a printer. The motivation for doing so would be so the data/image/order sent 

to the production device can be printed from the production device, which would 

comprise a printer. 
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As per claim 27, it teaches same limitation as claim 17, therefore rejected under 
same basis. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,19,28 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

A) . "Method of delivering formatted documents over a communication network" 
by Britton et al. U.S. Patent # 6,886,025. 

B) . "Telecommunication user account management system and method" by 
Peters et al. U.S. Patent # 5,884,284. 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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6. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dhairya A. Patel whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5809. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00AM-4: 30PM, first 
Fridays OFF. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Zarni Maung can be reached on 571-272-3939. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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